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Dear Mr. Beam:

On September 19, 2006, tboFedealBk
believe yon violated 2 U.S.C. f 441 1 a piovisioo of the Pedenl Election Campaign Act of 1 971 1
ai amended ("me Act")- Thiim^migwMbaiedcfflmfi»mitk»aacertamedbytte
in th0 noniial couno of cmying out hi suiefviKxy ntpOMibilitict. Sat 2 U .̂C> ( 437|(A)(|̂ yi
The Faetuil Mid Legd An^yiii, which mon
for your inflbmunon.

Yon may submit any factual or legal nitteriais that you believe aiexelevaiit to tiw
Commtaainn'i copajderation of tfai» matter. PleateniinitiuohinaterialttotbeOeDeral
Comad'a Office whhm 15 dayi of your receipt of mu letter. When apprapdate, statement!
ihoukl be aubmitted under oam. In me ab§ei¥» of additional inftmaticm.^

lib fdnmg to tms matter until anoh tiiaeu you axe notified that me QxniniMion has
doaedhs file in mil nutter. Su 18 U.S.C. ft 1519.

Ifyouaremtereitedmpuiiumgprp-probaD^
writing. SttH CJFJL§ 111.18(d). U^iecqptofllieiei|uest;lheOflBoetf

pursued. Thr Q*Jnt of thft flBMTf1 Countrl r«y «"*«""T«"d *** |«̂ p**»M* ««!««
condJiaticniio<beente»dmtoatt!M
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Further, the PmnmiMinn will nn* entertain ragiierta fer pie-pftlidifc cmae eandli«HMi after

PrtClW GO DIODBDle CaUSC DttVO BftCH mailed 10 ̂ D6

Request! for extenskxtt of ttnewiU not be toutme^ Requests must be made in
writing at least five days prior to the diieo^ of the icsponse and specif good caiii^miist be

beyond 20 days.

If yoa intend to be ieuiBseuted by counsel mthUma^
byttxnpletmgtbeoictosedlbxmstat

tWmicoorfa^
437g(aX12XA),unleM you iiotify the Commit
Denude public.

For your infinmstinn, we have enclosed a brief dctciiptkjii of the Commiiiion's

Audn Witsonit the staff ettomey assigned to ibis metier, st (202) 694-1650.

~ £

Kfichael E. tool

Factual and Legal Analysii



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Jack Beam MUR: 5818

L INTRODUCTION

Information obtained by the Commission m the iHPl>>fT course of its supervisory

responsibilities ittficates that Fieger, Fieger, Komey&JohnsoivP.CC^ieFim^ may have

made prohibited contributions to John Edwards for President (^Edwards Committee") ty

using individual employees and their relatives as conduits during 2003-2004. Jack Beam is

either a current or tanner Finn employee, or a famUy member of a cuiram or former Firm

employee, who made a contribution tote As set focu below, there is a

fcgfiMl k*mim «~ «k» rW»m8«8««i ^ SjMMrfgpty mA^fc^ *~ t̂ofl***** m»-̂ *-A ** I^-V P^^

actually wat a contribution from me Rim in the name of another.

IL FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Fieger, Fieger, Kemay ft Johnson, P.C. it a professional coqpOFation,whhOeoffieyN.

Fieger fitted M President, and bom VenmR. Johnson aiid Jeremiah J.Keniiey listed M Vice

Presidents. Commission records reflect that sll 16 of

Firm, or employed by the Firm at the time of their contribution, M well as 30 other indrviduals

who appear to be former Finn attorneys, cuirent non-lawyer employees, and fimily members of

cunent or fimnerFim attorneys contributed tote Of these 46

contributors, 36 contributed te individual maximnm amount of S2,000 on one of three days,

Much 30,31 or June 30,2003. Further, 34 of these 46 contributon have no pre
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contributing to any Federal campaign. Individuate associated with tbeFimmide $93,500 in

contribudom to the Edwudi committee in 2003.

Accordiiig to news accounts, Joseph Bmi, a fo^

Finn Rifflbuned him for ooninbiitiona he and ma ipouae made to the Edwarda Committee*

DETROIT NEWS, Dec. 3, 2005. Appradmatdy two weeki after Mr. BWjome^

Vernon Johnson, a named partner and vice president of the Fiini, allegedly told Kfr.Bixd mat Mhe

waa expected to give to the BdwanUcami»igii.N i± Bird dauos that he bfooght in two $2,000

checks, one from Urn and one from bia wijSB,thenextday,andthatheieceivedaremibiirMment

check for $4,000 two days later. Id. The same news report states that Johnson den2ea the

incident with Bird, and named partner, Geoffrey Fieger, dainisBizdUadiagnjntled&ancr

employee innMng revenge against me Firm. Id Another news zeport, however, quoted Mr.

Fieger aa assertmg that he gave bonuses to so-called McrvicHnmded employees" (without

explaming the meaning of that term) and thai he expected a grand jury indictineot baaed on those

bonuses. Joe Swickard, Ftegtr: IEq*ct To Ifo /iK^ad; DETROIT FREEPRESS, Jan. 17,2006.

Notwithstandmg the denial attributed to Mr. Johiisonrn the new

thealkgsiionsmccfinectionwimthUniatter.

Jack Beam is Of Counsel at Fieger, Fieger, Kenoey ft Johnson, P.C. Jack Beam made a

$1,000 eontribntioii to the Edwards conumttee on February 4, 2003, and a $1,000 contribution

the Edwards committee on February 6, 2003. Jack Beam had never ccfltributed to a Federal

political committee prkv to his contributioitf If Jack Beam accepted

reimbunement ibr his contribution to the Edwazdscotnirirttee, then he inayriave violated the

Act The Act prohibits any person from making or s^ceptug a contribution in the name of
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another person. Likewise, persons an prohibited from krowingly permitting tira

uwd ID effect contributions made in the name of another penon tod from knowingly misting in

making iix& contributions. 2 U.S.C. ( 441ft 11 CFJL § 1 10.4(bXlXiH).

The circumstances of thu matter establish a basis fo

onditt^L Huti a Bnnper Firm attorney rcportsojy maoe apecino BllBflBliOM flut MSB ymn

reimburse campdgncontributkMU to the Edw^ Second,

thhoughmqnberi of tic Ron denied Mr. Biid>iillcgirtk)MinitrtemcfititotfaepreM,tncFinn

hainotexpHdtly denied me illegrtioni in connection with tfaiimitter. Tniid,Kfr.Fieger

nportedly said in reftnoce to tte dlegptiQOf 1hathegiw'1x)oiMeiNtoHdvic-mi

rmiMii«A«*« ****** m\™u • Imy immlmp «f tnairimi«M tiftHtriln

made on te nine dayi by individuali inodited wim the Fiini.miny of ̂ iom had never

uiBviously oontiititfiHl to any Federal campaia^L

Baaed on all of the above, the Commifsion findi reason to believe that Jack Beam

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441C

^ ^••AB^J^^^k *^——*— *-^ ^k^kJ —•^ I^B^kl^^^• suniGMSn DSMS n BOQ oi SMH w


